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(C)  Polmiloff  on  March  8 discussed  ref  A with  Director  for 
Non-Proliferation,  Arms  Control  and  Combating  Terrorism  (and 
HLTF  rep)  Mihaela  Vasiu  and  CFE  Desk  Officer  Dana  Marca. 

They  agreed  option  one  was  the  best,  and  added  that  Allies 
should  avoid  opening  the  door  for  Germany  to  reinsert 
"formally"  or  offer  up  any  other  modifiers  into  paragraph  5 
of  ref  B which  could  reopen  discussion  over  how  to  package 
the  consolidated  paper's  language  for  Russia's  benefit.  As 
Romania's  fall  back  position,  they  would  prefer  option  2 over 
option  3,  but  even  that  would  run  the  risk  of  reopening  the 
debate.  Vasiu  and  Marca  agreed  that  the  reference  to  NATO's 
1997  policy  statement  — while  accurate  — did  not  address 
the  issue  of  cross-group  stationing  nor  address  Russia's 
question.  They  also  noted  that  while  the  1997  reference  was 
probably  unnecessary  in  the  context  of  the  paragraph,  it  was 
not  a problem  unless  it  continued  to  distract  from  what 
should  be  the  essence  of  the  HLTF  paper  — CFE  not  NATO. 
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